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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, October 8, 1997

The House met at 10 a.m.

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

The Scriptures tell us that for every-
thing there is a season and a time for
every matter under Heaven. We pray,
almighty God, that we will use our
time with vitality and enthusiasm so
that we are stewards of the days we
have been given to be Your people and
do those good works that flow from a
grateful heart. We admit that we do
not always use our days in ways that
reflect Your will for us, but we ear-
nestly pray that we will experience in
our daily tasks the joys and opportuni-
ties of love to You, O God, and doing
what we can to be of service to the peo-
ple all about us. May Your peace that
passes all understanding, be with us
this day and every day, we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day's pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. McCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker's approval
of the Journal. .

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Chair’'s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 5
of rule I, further proceedings on this
gquestion are postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. BLUNT] come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.
Mr. BLUNT led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——————
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recog-
nize fifteen 1-minutes on each side.

WHITE HOUSE VIDEOTAPES

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, let us go to
the videotape. There we can see Presi-
dent Clinton schmooze with John
Huang and Roger Tamraz at fund-
raisers held at the White House. The
White House staff has videotaped 44 or
more of these events, probably to help
secure President Clinton’s place in his-
tory.

I hope the White House has
videotaped other history-making
scenes by this administration, - like

when President Clinton supported the
Internal Revenue Service over the tax-
payers by threatening a veto of com-
monsense efforts to reform the IRS.
That gesture will be remembered by
every taxpayer in America. I hope the
White House has videotaped the Vice
President’s claim that there was no
controlling legal authority when he de-
scribed why he broke campaign finance
laws. Some Members of this House
might want to keep that videotape
really close at hand.

Mr. Speaker, when it comes to this
White House, I say let us go to the vid-
eotape.

——

SUPPORT THE VENTO-RAHALL
AMENDMENT TO THE AMERICAN
LAND SOVEREIGNTY PROTEC-
TION ACT

(Mr. VENTO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, today we
have a chance to vote on a good amend-
ment, the Vento-Rahall amendment.
We have the so-called American Land
Sovereignty Protection Act which
breaks really two treaties and repeals a
protocol with hundreds of nations. The
United States has led efforts of hun-
dreds of nations to, in fact, provide the
conservation and recognition of our
areas.

But in this bill, last night we were
able to offer an amendment which
deals not just with conservation but
deals with exploitation. We think if the
Congress is going to approve the con-
servation measures in this Congress, it
ought to also approve foreign firms
that seek to exploit this, exploit our
resources, and there are many of them.
We know under the 1872 mining law
that Canadian, United Kingdom, Dan-
ish, and Australian firms are coming in

here and getting billions of dollars
worth of important assets for mere
thousands of dollars.

The Vento-Rahall amendment today
gives us a chance to vote on that, to
vote to provide parity; that is to say, if
we are going to have conservation
votes, we ought to have votes when we
have exploitation.

MORE ON THE IRS

(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, the IRS
wants to repent. They know they have
been a little hard on Americans, but
they are sorry and they will not do it
anymore. The IRS is starting to begin
to sound like campaign reform.

It starts out, “We did not do it. No-
body saw us. You cannot prove any-
thing. We did not do it.” Then the
truth starts to become apparent and
the excuses change. Ok, we might
have had some problems but it was not
wrong." Then it is, “*Yes, we did it but
we will not do it anymore.”

That is about where the IRS is today.
They have done something wrong.
Quotas for their IRS agents, singling
out individuals like Paula Jones,
harassing small business men and
women, striking fear across America.

And some people like Martin Grimes
of Wichita, an RV salesman, are just
plain mad. In his last $3,500 check that
he got for commission, $1,400 of it went
directly to the IRS. Mr. Speaker, there
are many good people who are working
at the IRS who have been put in a very
bad situation by their management. It
is time to cut the IRS code and flatten
the tax.

SUPPORT PUBLIC SCHOOLS

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, Demo-
crats strongly oppose spending tax-
payer dollars on private and religious
schools and have argued for making
the necessary improvements in public
schools instead. This week the Repub-
licans hope to pass a bill that would
make Washington, DC the first victim
in a grand scheme to undermine public
schools through taxpayer funded
vouchers for private or religious
schools. As much as $45 million in Fed-
eral funds would be made available to
pay for private education for about 3
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percent of the District of Columbia’s
students.

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion it makes
no sense to take away $45 million that
could be made available to the city of
Washington to improve basic skills or
to fix deteriorated buildings in the pub-
lic schools and instead use this money
for private schools. With 9 out of 10
children in America attending public
schools, Democrats understand that we
need to rebuild and reform public
schools, not destroy them and waste
public funding on private schools. I
hope that my Republican colleagues
will join us in moving a positive agen-
da for public education rather than
wasting our time on vouchers.

———— R —

IN SUPPORT OF HOUSE POSITION
ON FOREIGN OPERATIONS BILL

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
this body instructed our conferees
working with the Senate on the foreign
operations bill to stay with the House
position that relates to taxpayer dol-
lars spent for abortion. Abortion is an
issue that there are many differences
of opinion of on the floor of this House,
but there has generally been broad
agreement that taxpayers’ dollars
should not be spent for abortions in the
United States. We need to ensure that
that same policy is extended beyond
our borders and with taxpayers money
that is sent to other countries.

Certainly it was disturbing just a few
days ago when the Vice President said
that the biggest environmental danger
in Third World countries was too many
children, too many children in Mexico,
too many children in Africa, too many
children in Asia. That should not be
the position of our Government. Our
conferees need to stand firm. Tax-
payers' dollars should not be used for
abortions in America. They should not
be used for abortions overseas.

—————

COINCIDENCE

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Pa-
tricia Mendoza heckled the President;
she got audited. Kent Brown sued the
First Lady; he got audited. The Na-
tional Center for Public Policy criti-
cized the White House; they got au-
dited. Billy Dale got the White House
mad; he got audited. Paula Jones re-
fused a cash settlement; she got au-
dited.

If that is not enough to tax your dis-
gust, Shelly Davis, the author of Un-
bridled Power, who testified about IRS
abuses before the Senate, got a notice
in the mail yesterday; she is being au-
dited.
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Unbelievable. After all this, an IRS
spokesman said, coincidence, all coin-
cidence. 1 say, Mr. Speaker, the IRS
has turned into a bunch of political
prostitutes.

I want to apologize to all the hookers
in America for having associated them
with the IRS. I say beam me up, dot
com, coincidence this.

A COMMISSION TO OVERSEE THE
IRS

(Mr. ROGAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROGAN. Mr. Speaker, I associate
myself with the general comments of
the gentleman from Ohio. He is abso-
lutely right, Mr. Speaker. In light of
the hearings we had on the IRS, it is
clear that there is immediate need for
reform.

We Republicans have joined with
some Democrats in urging a citizens
oversight commission for the IRS. In-
credibly, the White House has opposed
this. The President’'s Chief Economic
Advisor, Gene Sperling, called the pro-
posal for citizen oversight of the IRS
“‘a recipe for conflict of interest’” and
“‘a serious step backward’. The Presi-
dent's comments were even worse than
those of his advisor. He said, ‘I believe
the IRS is functioning better today
than it was five years ago.” The Presi-
dent claimed that a citizens commis-
sion to oversee it would mean ‘“‘less ac-
countability” and ‘“less trust in the
agency."

I cannot conceive of how the IRS
could possibly have less accountability
and less trust from the American peo-
ple than it does today. This adminis-
tration has its head in the sand on this
issue. The IRS must be held account-
able by taxpayers and citizens, not by
the White House and bureaucrats.

———————

CRUMBLING SCHOOLS

(Mr. BLAGOJEVICH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLAGOJEVICH. Mr. Speaker, we
have the privilege here in America to
live in what is arguably the wealthiest
country in the world. In fact, when we
compare the wealth of our country
with other countries in the span of
human history, we are probably easily
among the wealthiest. We are fortu-
nate to live in a country that offers
that kind of well-being.

Yet across America our school build-
ings are crumbling. Fourteen million
American students this morning went
to school in crumbling school build-
ings. Education in my view is not only
a proper role for government, it is a
moral imperative for those of us who
are involved in government. It is a
scandal and it is a shame that in one of
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the wealthiest countries in human his-
tory we can allow crumbling school
buildings to exist in the United States
of America.

This Congress recently passed an ap-
propriation for $21 billion for B-2
bombers, B-2 bombers that cannot even
fly in the rain. Yet this very Congress
denied $5 billion to help improve our
crumbling school buildings. We must
get our priorities straight. Public
schools need the help of the Federal
Government and crumbling school
buildings are a national scandal.

REAUTHORIZATION OF THE
ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I come
before the House today, to be followed
by my good friend, the gentleman
Michigan [Mr. DINGELL] to discuss the
need to reauthorize the Endangered
Species Act. I believe the time is now
to reauthorize this granddaddy of all
environmental laws.

It is vital that any piece of legisla-
tion that is developed is done so in a
bipartisan way. I want to congratulate
also the Senate in their effort to craft
such a bill. This process must recognize
the needs of people who are impacted
by ESA as well as the issue of declining
species.

I want to commend my colleague, the
gentleman from Alaska [Mr. YOUNG],
chairman of the Committee on Re-
sources, and the ranking member, the
gentleman from California [Mr. MIL-
LER] for their recent efforts to craft a
bipartisan bill.

This process has been supported by
the involvement of my friend [Mr. DIN-
GELL] as well as the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. TAvuziN] and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. POMBO].

We must set aside partisan politics.
We must set aside personal interest
and do what is right for the people of
this country and for the species which
this legislation protects.

HONEST TAXPAYING CITIZENS
SHOULD NOT HAVE TO FEAR IRS

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, how
many honest American citizens are
going to be terrorized by the IRS be-
fore the IRS changes the way it does
business?

Everyone knows that it is not just
the tax cheats who panic when the IRS
comes around to conduct an audit. Or-
dinary American citizens who pay
taxes are driven to panic as well. It
should not be that way.

Tax cheats should feel the cold, unre-
lenting power of the IRS when their
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misdeeds are found out, but honest
citizens who do their best to comply
with an extremely complicated Tax
Code should have nothing to fear from
an audit.

But the IRS knows that many people
who work for a living, who have family
obligations, and are living from pay-
check to paycheck do not have either
the time or the money to do battle
with the IRS when the auditors want
to play hard ball. IRS agents know
that and they can count on that advan-
tage.

But an ordinary citizen who is not a
tax cheat simply does not have the
money to pay for all the legal leader-
ship necessary to defend himself
against the IRS. It is not a fair fight. It
is a recipe for abuse and it must stop.

SUPPORT PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM

(Ms. VELAZQUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, our
public schools are under attack. Across
the country there are students trying
to learn in conditions that we should
be ashamed of: crumbling walls, leaky
roofs, and overcrowding.

The Republicans’ response to this cri-
sis is amazing. They want to take
money out of the public school system
and give it to private schools.

A recent poll shows that the vast ma-
jority of Americans oppose Repub-
licans’ attempt to use tax dollars for
private schools. The American people
want to be able to provide all our chil-
dren with a first class public education,
but the Republicans do not. They want
to allow public schools to continue to
deteriorate while using taxpayers' dol-
lars to subsidize private schools.

Mr. Speaker, we must not allow the
Republicans to tear down our public
school system. We must continue our
commitment to providing every child
in this country with a quality edu-
cation.

NOW IS THE TIME FOR REAL
ACTION IN REFORMING IRS

(Mr. JONES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, the Inter-
nal Revenue Service is bullying the
American taxpayer, and it is time for
this practice to stop.

1 appreciate what my colleagues in
both the Senate and the House have
done to look into this problem with the
IRS. Now it is time for real action. The
Congress needs to build on the current
momentum and take advantage of this
opportunity for true tax reform.

To police the tax system, our govern-
ment employs over 110,000 IRS agents
at an annual cost of $9.8 billion a year.
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A fair, simpler tax system would elimi-
nate the need for this tremendous and
unethical bureaucracy.

The American taxpayers have known
this for years, that the IRS needs dras-
tic reform. Now it is time for the Con-
gress to help the taxpayers of America
and simplify the Tax Code. Let us give
the taxpayers the relief they deserve.

R —

CONGRESS SHOULD NOT ABANDON
OUR PUBLIC SCHOOLS

(Mr. RODRIGUEZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, they
are at it again. The House majority has
planned to help only a select few of the
students that exist. Nine out of ten
students attend our public school sys-
tem. Once again, 9 out of 10 students
attend our public school systems. We
have to be responsive to those individ-
uals, and our obligation as elected offi-
cials is to those people that attend our
public school system.

We have to assure that they have the
resources. We have to make sure our
teachers have the training that is re-
quired. We have to make sure that our
buildings are adequate and, at the
same time, we have to make sure that
they have access to the latest tech-
nology.

As taxpayers, our obligation is to the
public schools, not to the private or re-
ligious schools. The majority’s plan to
abandon our public schools is not an
option. Vouchers are not the answer.
Abandoning our public schools will
only make it worse.

What we need is a commitment of re-
pairing our buildings, a commitment to
our students that are out there, com-
mitment to our teachers, a commit-
ment to our communities. We must
work for all our students that are out
there. Let us not abandon our schools.

e ——————

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM IS
ALIVE

(Mr. HUTCHINSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker,
some individuals have misinterpreted
yesterday’s vote in the Senate as an in-
dication that campaign finance reform
is dead. I think they are deceiving
themselves. There was no knockout
punch. It was a draw.

Campaign finance reform is alive and
it is a golden opportunity for the House
and our House colleagues to prove that.
The spotlight will turn to the House
and whether we can follow through on
our promises to take the electoral
process out of the hands of the highest
bidder and put it back in the hands of
the American bidder.

I applaud Speaker GINGRICH'S com-
ments that he will give campaign fi-
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nance reform its due in the House, and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
THoMAS] for asserting that he will hold
hearings on the reform effort and ex-
amine the different campaign finance
bills, including the bill introduced by
myself and my friend, the gentleman
from Maine, Mr. TOM ALLEN.

Mr. Speaker, there has heen some
heated debate on this issue. Let us
take that debate out of the pages of the
newspapers and put it on the floor of
the House of Representatives. Let us
make it an open debate, hear all the
sides, hear the viewpoints, and decide
which direction we are going; and, Mr.
Speaker, after that debate, then we can
decide just how our campaigns should
be run, by the highest bidder or by the
American public.

—————

VOTE “YES" ON FARR
AMENDMENT TO H.R. 901

(Mr. FARR of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
I rise this morning because the second
vote we are going to take today is on
H.R. 901, and I have an amendment to
that bill that is on the floor. It is the
second vote we will take. It amends the
Land Sovereignty Act.

I rise as a private landowner to urge
my colleagues to protect private prop-
erty rights. I rise as a former county
supervisor to ask my colleagues to pro-
tect local control. I rise as a former
member of the State legislature to ask
my colleagues to protect State rights.
And I rise as a Member of Congress to
ask my colleagues to vote for that
amendment to protect our information
sources.

Vote “yes’’ on the Farr amendment,
the second vote this morning.

| ———

PRESIDENT CLINTON READY TO
IMPOSE NEW ENERGY TAXES

(Mr. KNOLLENBERG asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
there he goes again. President Clinton
has stepped up efforts to force compli-
ance with the treaty limiting green-
house gas emissions. And with a knee-
jerk reaction, how does he propose to
accomplish this goal? Simply by rais-
ing taxes. That is right, a tax increase.
A tax increase on energy.

The ink is not even dry on the newly
enacted tax cut package and the Presi-
dent is proposing a new tax, a green
tax, that will place an unbearable bur-
den on our most vulnerable citizens.
And for what? The treaty exempts 132
of the 166 nations of this world. This
places the entire burden of reducing
greenhouse emissions on the industri-
alized nations. That is us. This will not
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eliminate greenhouse gases, it merely
changes the point of origin, the point
of production.

By itself the Clinton-Gore-Browner
Treaty will have a devastating effect
on the American workers, but now the
President wants to add insult to injury
with his green tax. I ask the President
to think hard about his ill-conceived
green tax.

| ————

EVERY AMERICAN CHILD
DESERVES A QUALITY EDUCATION

(Mr. GREEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
disassociate myself with any of this
green tax stuff, but what I am here for
this morning is to talk about the fact
that every American child deserves a
quality education. Quality education
needs to be available to all students
whether or not they can afford it.

Many families in our districts cannot
afford to send their children to private
schools even with vouchers. School
vouchers only address a small percent-
age of the children and they take away
scarce dollars from public education.

It is not our American heritage to
make quality education only available
to a few select children and then forget
the rest. Unlike other countries, we
strive to educate everyone, not just the
elite. Education needs to be available
to all Americans, not just the ones who
can afford it. That is why in our Na-
tion’s recent history public education
is for everyone.

In a recent poll, 71 percent of Ameri-
cans want to reform public education.
Almost the same number support pub-
lic education. We need to listen to the
American people. They want to im-
prove our public schools. There are
problems in public schools and we need
to address these problems, but let us
fix public education, not experiment
with our Nation’s future.

WHITE HOUSE SHOULD FORGET
ABOUT ENERGY TAX INCREASE

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, just when
we think our pocketbook is safe for a
while, those folks over at the White
House begin to dream up yet another
new tax for the American people. Ap-
parently, those same liberal econo-
mists who gave us the largest single
peacetime tax increase in American
history back in 1993 are now hard at
work putting together an energy tax
scheme that will increase the price of
gasoline by up to 25 cents per gallon
and the cost of home heating and elec-
tricity by hundreds of dollars a year.

Here is what one anonymous Clinton
administration official reportedly said
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about this possible new energy tax. Ob-
viously, we would want to do it in a
way that is least obvious to consumers,
but, any way we do it, consumers are
going to pay the cost. That is scary.

Mr. Speaker, working Americans are
finally going to benefit from some tax
relief next year, thanks to the work of
this Congress. Let us let them enjoy it
and let us urge President Clinton to
forget about any new taxes.

| —————

VOUCHERS PROVIDE PARENTS
WITH A FALSE CHOICE

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, our Re-
publican friends are promoting a plan
to take taxpayers' dollars out of the
public school system and to put it into
private schools, benefiting the few and
the wealthy. The majority of the
American people oppose this idea for a
very good reason. This proposal would
steal money from the public schools,
money that could be used to fix leaky
roofs or buying new textbooks or com-
puters for our kids.

My Republican colleagues like to use
the term *‘school choice.”” But vouchers
provide parents with a false choice.
Vouchers do not even come close to
covering the high cost of tuition at the
best private schools, making the
voucher useless for working families
and providing the greatest benefit for
wealthy families who can already af-
ford the cost of that tuition.

Democrats will oppose Republican ef-
forts to try out this new experiment,
because our children are not guinea
pigs. We are not going to experiment
with their lives and with their future.
I urge my colleagues to oppose the Re-
publican voucher plan.

| ———————

AWESOME POWER OF 1IRS HAS
CORRUPTING INFLUENCE ON ITS
AGENTS

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, what
does it say about the IRS when its own
agents fear the IRS? The IRS is an
agency that puts extraordinary pres-
sure on good people to do the wrong
thing, even to the point of using crimi-
nal intimidation tactics to break the
hard working men and women of Amer-
ica.

There is an old saying out there that
power corrupts and absolute power cor-
rupts absolutely. Well, the awesome
power of the IRS has had a corrupting
influence on its own agents and every-
one knows that unchecked power that
is accountable to no one is a guarantee
of abuse.

Notice how IRS agents who have had
the courage to come forward and ex-
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pose the outrage never say they are
talking about a few bad apples or even
the occasional rogue acts who give ev-
eryone a bad name. No, these coura-
geous agents have all willingly said the
IRS has a corporate culture that gives
a green light to bullies, gives free rein
to intimidation tactics and positively
institutionalizes a quota mentality
where success is not defined by honest
work but by how much money can be
seized. This agency is a national dis-
grace.

R —

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

(Mr. SNYDER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the Republican leadership in the
Senate successfully blocked meaning-
ful campaign finance reform. So what
do the rules now mean? It means that
it is perfectly legal for us to donate, or
a corporation or a union, this amount
of money to the political party of our
choice.

That might create some confusion in
our minds about what that means for
us. Does that mean that if we are an in-
dividual making $24,000, $25,000 a year,
is it legal to donate $1 billion to the po-
litical party of our choice? Yes, it is. If
we are a small business that grosses
$100,000 a year, is it legal to donate $1
billion to the political party of our
choice? Yes, it is. If we are a retiree
living on a fixed income, is it legal for
us to donate $1 billion to the political
party of our choice? Yes, it is.

Those are the rules. Those are the

rules the Republican leadership
blocked from being changed yesterday.
e ————
[ 1030

WHERE ARE THE KEY WITNESSES?

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, a great
article today in the Los Angeles Times:
‘*“The Hubbell Satellite Finds a New
Star 25,000 Light-years Away,” an
amazing story.

I have got an idea. I am writing the
UCLA scientist team who pulled this
together saying: “Dear Scientists: I
read with much interest and excite-
ment your discovery of a star located
25,000 light-years away from Earth. I
congratulate you on this amazing feat.

*I also have a question for you: We,
in Congress, have been trying to hold
hearings to determine if certain people
gave a certain administration illegal
contributions. Our problem is that key
witnesses have inconveniently dis-
appeared. This upset lots of good
Democrats and Republicans who want
to get to the bottom of this scandal.
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“*Question: Do you think that we
could use the powerful infrared eyes of
your amazing telescope to find the fol-
lowing people?” And I have them listed
here. These are Charlie Trie, Ming
Chen, Stanley Ho, John Muncy, Ng Lap
Seng, folks who are big Democratic do-
nors who have disappeared.

If we could use the Hubbell, we could
find these folks and get to the bottom
of this scandal. I hope the scientists
write us back and tell us we can use
the telescope.

IMPORTANCE OF EARLY
CHILDHOOD DEVELOPMENT

(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss the importance of
early childhood development.

A few months ago, 1 attended the
White House Conference on Early
Childhood Development. Recent re-
search suggests that the first 3 years of
life are crucial for a child's emotional
and intellectual development. The for-
mation of neuropathways in the brain
is directly related to the quality of
care young children receive in the first
3 years of life.

Early and developmentally appro-
priate care and education are vital to
the health and well-being of our chil-
dren. But today, one-gquarter of all chil-
dren in this country are growing up in
poverty. Teachers and principals of
Maine elementary schools tell me that
s0 many kids today lack the basic so-
cial skills that allow ordinary inter-
action with others.

We have had lots of rhetoric about
education. What is missing is the na-
tional will to leave no child behind and
the resources to make it happen. 1 be-
lieve that a country that can support
the salaries of the NBA and NFL and
major league baseball can take better
care of our kids.

——

TRIBUTE TO CARLINVILLE HIGH
SCHOOL PRINCIPAL DICK SPOHR

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, the
building was destroyed by fire. The
walls were the only thing left standing.
In September 1987, the Carlinville High
School, which lies in the 20th District
of Tllinois, was destroyed by fire.

In a move that is common in my area
of Illinois, Carlinville High School
Principal Dick Spohr rallied students,
parents, and community leaders. Prin-
cipal Spohr organized a community-
wide effort to rebuild the school so
that classes could resume immediately.

Ten years later, Mr. Spohr was
named the 1997 Illinois Principal of the
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Year by Metlife Insurance and the Na-
tional Association of Secondary School
Principals. However, this kind of effort
is nothing new for Mr. Spohr, who be-
lieves that people make up the real
school. It is the teachers, the parents,
the staff, and especially the students.

As Congress tackles the tough issues,
like the voucher system, national test-
ing, and higher education reauthoriza-
tion, each Member must keep in mind
Mr. Spohr’s sacrifice and resolve. Prin-
cipal Spohr believes in the system and
is always willing to give the students
the freedom to make their own mis-
takes and rejoice in their own vic-
tories.

e ————

IN SUPPORT OF PUBLIC EDU-
CATION OF ALL OUR CHILDREN

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, from the early days when the
word was, “‘Go west, young man and
young woman,”’ and as the wagons cir-
cled in the West, the one-room school-
house was a symbol of opportunity for
Americans. Those new Westerners,
those pioneers, wanted to make sure
that all of our children had the oppor-
tunity to be educated.

But, Mr. Speaker, what do we have
today? We have our Republican friends
pulling the plug on public education.
Whom do they have as a guinea pig?
Washington, DC, with the misguided
proposal for 2,000 children, in a city
with multitudes of children, some
$3,200 voucher as a bribe to accept this
thing called vouchers.

It is easy to escape from boosting the
quality of public education, easy to es-
cape from reinforcing the teaching of
math and science throughout this Na-
tion, easy to escape from rebuilding
the infrastructure of our schools, fixing
leaking roofs. The whole idea is to pull
the plug on public education.

Well, Mr. Speaker, we will not stand
for it. I am here to say that I stand for
public education and the education of
all of our children.

———

RAISING PRIVATE BONDING
AUTHORITY

(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
ten with sadness to my colleague, the
gentlewoman from Texas [Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE], because good people can dis-
agree, and to impugn the motives of
those who simply want to give parents
parental choice, all parents parental
choice.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAYWORTH. I have 1 minute,
ma’'am, and I will use my 1 minute.

Mr.
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I wish
you would yield for false statements.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
that the gentlewoman’s words be taken
down.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. If he is
accusing me, I will interrupt him.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I re-
gret to ask that the gentlewoman's
words be taken down. She just issued a
false statement.

Mr. Speaker, I will be happy to with-
draw the request in the spirit of civil-
ity.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). Does the gentleman insist that
the words be taken down?

Mr. HAYWORTH. No, Mr. Speaker. If
I can indeed control the time and offer
my point of view, I will be glad to do it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman withdraw his demand?

Mr. HAYWORTH. With respect to the
civility of the House and with the
knowledge that I control the time, I
will withdraw the request.

Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, good
people may disagree. It is sad when
people cannot allow free and open de-
bate.

What I am simply saying to my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Texas
[Ms. JACKSON-LEE], and to all my col-
leagues who may disagree with me on a
myriad of issues, is that there is noth-
ing wrong with parental choice, there
is nothing wrong with giving parents of
every race and political persuasion and
every ethnic group a chance to decide
how best to educate their children.

And for those who want to join with
me to help educate in the public sector,
as we should, I would invite them to
cosponsor the Education Land Grant
Act that I am working on for public
schools and to join with my colleague,
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
LEwis], and me in raising the private
bonding authority through private
banks and financial houses from $10
million to $25 million so we can get a
handle on education.

The fact is, education is too big a
problem to ignore and we will all do
better when we quit impugning each
other’s motives.

NO CONSULTATION WITH RANKING
MINORITY MEMBER

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise more
in disappointment than in anger. I am
the Democratic member of the task
force on the contested election in the
46th District, the district of the gentle-
woman from California [Ms. SANCHEZ].
I have not taken to the well of the
House or to the podium upstairs in the
press gallery to talk about the dis-
turbing pattern that has developed in
this investigation.
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Several days ago, the House Over-
sight Committee adopted a resolution
providing for the issuance of interrog-
atories. The resolution clearly stated
that there would be consultation with
the ranking minority member. There
was none. There was no discussion re-
garding the process or the substance of
these interrogatories, directly contrary
to the resolution of the committee.

What happened last week, unfortu-
nately, is consistent with the pattern
that has been established in this case.
It has not been, I repeat, it has not
been, a fair one. It has not been a proc-
ess which has reflected a desire to pro-
ceed in a cooperative way to effect the
ends of a fair investigation.

SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE
HEARINGS ON IRS ABUSES

(Mrs. MYRICK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, when
was the last time that the American
people saw such a spectacle as last
week, when the Senate Finance Com-
mittee conducted hearings on the IRS
abuses? Listen to some of the shocking
things that we heard.

IRS agent Jennifer Long, a 15-year
veteran with the agency, actually told
the Senators that the management of
IRS systematically concluded that
Americans who reported less than
$20,000 in income a year were tax
cheats because nobody can live on that
income.

Well, I have got some people back
home who would totally disagree with
that, especially seniors who live on
fixed incomes every day, and they get
by on a lot less than that.

IRS agents are not told to go out and
be just, to be fair, to use good judg-
ment to enforce their laws. No; they
are told to go out and raise as much
money as possible. If they do not shake
down enough money, their careers
could be in jeopardy.

And now the White House is asking
the very same agency that is out of
control to reform itself. Maybe this is
the most amazing spectacle of all.

STOP ATTACKS ON PUBLIC
EDUCATION

(Mr. LEWIS of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the Republican assault on education is
nothing new. The gentleman f{rom
Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH] and the radical
Republican right have a plan to dis-
mantle public education, abolish the
Department of Education, cut the
school lunch program, cut funding for
safe and drug-free schools, for teacher
training, for Head Start. To these at-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

tacks on our children, Democrats have
said *'no.”

Now Republicans have a new scheme;:
Drain funding from public education
and give it to a privileged few to attend
private school. Reward the few and
punish the many. That is the Repub-
lican plan. To that I say ‘‘no” and
Democrats say ‘‘no.”” Democrats be-
lieve in investing in education for all
of our children, improving, reforming,
and strengthening our public schools.

Mr. Speaker, 99 percent of our chil-
dren attend public school. We need to
work to improve our public schools.
Stop attacks on public education, Mr.
Speaker. Our children deserve better.

————

PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTION BAN
ACT OF 1997

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 262 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 262

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 1122) to amend
title 18, United States Code, to ban partial-
birth abortions, with Senate amendments
thereto, and to consider in the House a sin-
gle motion that the House concur in each of
the Senate amendments. The Senate amend-
ments and the motion shall be considered as
read. The motion shall be debatable for one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on the Judiclary. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the motion to final adoption without in-
tervening motion or demand for division of
the gquestion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina [Mrs.
MYRICK] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York [Ms. SLAUGHTER] pend-
ing which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time is yielded for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday afternoon,
the Committee on Rules met to grant a
rule that provides for a motion to con-
cur to the Senate amendments to H.R.
1122, the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban
Act of 1997 in the House. It is a simple
rule that provides 1 hour of debhate on
the motion equally divided between the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary.

Supporting this rule and the motion
to agree to the Senate amendments
will allow us to complete the long leg-
islative process on this bill. H.R. 1122
would then be ready to be sent to the
other end of Pennsylvania Avenue,
where the President will again have
the opportunity to end the cruel proce-
dure known as partial-birth abortion.

During the Committee on Rules hear-
ing yesterday, we heard impassioned
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pleas to make two amendments in
order, one by the gentlewoman from
New York [Mrs. LOWEY] and one by the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HOYER].
Neither of those amendments were
ruled in order.

1 respect their heartfelt sentiments
on this emotional issue. But I would
like to point out that if we went
through the normal legislative process,
going to conference with the other
body and working out our differences,
the subsequent conference report would
not be amendable either.

It may be alleged that the majority
on the Committee on Rules is trying to
cut off debate on this issue. Nothing
could be further from the truth. We are
merely trying to complete this legisla-
tive process in a timely manner.

The two proposed- amendments have
not gone through the normal process.
They have both expanded the scope of
the bill and contain language that
should be carefully deliberated by my
colleagues so that we are all com-
pletely sure what they mean.

O 1045

With respect to H.R. 1122 and the
Senate amendments, the two sub-
stitute amendments offered by the mi-
nority are irrelevant. The amendments
would ban third-trimester abortion ex-
cept to save the mother’s life or health.

While that may sound perfectly rea-
sonable, the vast majority of partial-
birth abortions are performed in the
fifth and sixth month of pregnancy, not
the third trimester. Further, the
health exemption would effectively
permit all abortions. The Supreme
Court interprets health abortions so
broadly as to include all those related
to social, psychological, financial, or
emotional concerns. I realize that the
Hoyer amendment defined health in an-
other manner.

The gentleman from Florida [Mr.
CaNADY], chairman of the Sub-
committee on the Constitution, pro-
vided testimony that indicated that
there was still a great deal of latitude
given to abortionists to determine if
the health exemption applied.

Despite all the attention that will be
given to what is not on the floor today,
I would now like to focus on what is
going to be on the floor today, a ban on
the brutal procedure known as partial-
birth abortion, with protection for the
life of the mother, and let me be per-
fectly clear that if her life is in jeop-
ardy, the ban does not apply, and fines
and possible prison terms for physi-
cians who violate the ban and perform
this atrocity.

This resolution will allow us to vote
on accepting three acceptable, simple
Senate amendments which delete some
language in the life exception. The bill
still bans partial-birth abortion unless
it is necessary to save the life of the
mother, clarifies the definition of par-
tial-birth abortion, and allows a physi-
cian to present evidence in court from
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the State medical licensing authority
on whether the partial-birth abortion
was necessary to save the life of the
mother.

There is little debate about the bru-
tality of this procedure. In fact, the
gruesome and violent partial-birth
abortions are unconscionable. It has
been confirmed that thousands of these
procedures are performed every year.
Many of those are elective and per-
formed on healthy mothers with
healthy babies. More than 80 percent of
the American people and the American
Medical Association support banning
this practice. We live in a civilized so-
ciety, one that cannot consciously con-
done or tolerate such inhumane and
uncivilized procedures.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port this rule and the Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 1122. It is time we com-
plete our work on this important bill,
and take a step closer to banning this
most monstrous type of abortion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this rule. This rule would allow
the Congress to take up once again one
of the most shameful bills that has
ever come before this Chamber. In
their war against a woman’s right to
choose, antichoice forces have shown
that they are willing to sacrifice a
woman’'s health and her future fertility
to pursue the extreme agenda by pass-
ing H.R. 1122,

The House will be asked today to
adopt the Senate amendments to H.R.
1122. These amendments consist of
three minor changes that were made in
order to secure the controversial en-
dorsement of the American Medical As-
sociation.

These changes do not alter the sub-
stance of the bill, which seeks for the
first time ever, ever, Mr. Speaker, to
make a specific medical procedure a
Federal crime. Rather, these changes
provide further protection for doctors
who may face prosecution under this
proposal if it becomes law. Evidently,
antichoice advocates are more inter-
ested in protecting a doctor’s license
than a woman's health.

I would like to bring my colleagues’
attention to part of a letter I received
from a Texas women’'s health clinic. It
states:

Please do not make the mistake of think-
ing that the AMA speaks for all physicians
on this issue. It does not speak for the Amer-
ican College of Obstetricians and Gyne-
cologists, the doctors most intimately con-
cerned with women’'s reproductive health; it
does not speak for the 13,000 members of the
American Women's Medical Association; and
it does not speak for us, doctors who provide
abortions to the women who need them.

Less than a year ago the President
made it clear that he will veto any bill
that does not pass the test of the four

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

women who visited him in his office,
explaining that the procedure we are
discussing today was necessary to pre-
serve their health, their lives, and
their reproductive ability. This bill
fails that test once more.

It is not the role of Congress to de-
termine the appropriateness of medical
procedures. The doctor-patient rela-
tionship has been accepted as totally
private in this country. Congress is in-
serting itself into the most private of
decisions, and saying that we are more
competent than our women and their
doctors to make medical judgments.

As one of the few Members of Con-
gress with a background in public
health, I can tell the Members this
most assuredly is not the case. I would
like to read from a letter dated October
3 from the American College of Ohste-
tricians and Gynecologists.

They state:

This organization, representing 38,000 phy-
siclans dedicated to improving women's
health, continues to oppose the Partial-Birth
Abortion Ban Act of 1997, and urges the
House of Representatives to reject this legis-
lation.

These physicians believe that H.R.
1122, as amended, continues to rep-
resent an inappropriate, ill-advised,
and dangerous intervention into a med-
ical decision.

The amended bill still fails to include
an exception for the protection of the
health of the woman. Further, the
amended bill still violates a funda-
mental principle at the very heart of
the doctor-patient relationship: that
the doctor, in consultation with the pa-
tient, based on what the patient’s indi-
vidual circumstances are, must choose
the most appropriate method of care
for the patient.

This bill removes decisionmaking
about medical appropriateness from
the physician and from the patient.
This bill is vague and broad. With the
potential to restrict other techniques
in obstetrics and gynecology, it fails to
use recognized medical terminology
and fails to define explicitly the pro-
hibited medical techniques it criminal-
izes. Moreover, the ban applies to all
stages of pregnancy. It thus would have
a chilling effect on medical behavior
and decisionmaking with a potential to
outlaw techniques that are critical to
the lives and health of American
women.

Let us defeat this rule and defeat the
previous question. If the previous ques-
tion is defeated, I intend to offer an
amendment that would make in order
the Hoyer amendment, which was the
same language offered by Senator
DASCHLE during Senate consideration.
It would ban all postviability abortions
except where continuation of the preg-
nancy would endanger the life of the
mother or risk grievous injury to her
health.

Mr. Speaker, 1 urge my colleagues to
defeat this rule, to defeat the previous
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guestion, and also to get rid of those
Senate amendments to H.R. 1122.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time,

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SoOL-
OMON], our illustrious chairman of the
Committee on Rules.

Mr. SOLOMON. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina for yield-
ing time to me, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I would rise in support
of this rule and the Partial-Birth Abor-
tion Ban Act. I would just take excep-
tion to the statement of the gentle-
woman from Rochester, NY, that this
is the most shameful bill ever brought
to this floor. I think what is shameful
is the fact that these heinous proce-
dures are allowed against about-to-be-
born helpless children. For us to delay
even another hour would be, in itself,
shameful.

Mr. Speaker, this rule will allow the
House to consider a motion to agree
with the Senate amendments, and this
is the right procedure to use in this
case because if the Senate-passed
version is changed in any way, in other
words, the legislation has to go back to
the Senate for further action, and if
that happens, that means that the win-
dow of opportunity for laying this bill
on the desk of the President just will
not happen this year.

Is it right to delay this bill? Some
say. why can we not do it in January or
February? I would just pose the ques-
tion, how many partial-birth abortions
would take place across this country
between now and next January, Feb-
ruary, or March? Given that our col-
leagues in the other body have no ger-
maneness rules, who knows what could
be hooked onto this legislation and
just how long it could be tied up.

As we get into this debate, I want to
provide just a little of the history of
this legislation. In the last Congress, a
similar bill 